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ABSTRACT
 
Most studies on male rape have focused on the
 
forcible rape of males in adult and juvenile facilities/
 
however, a few studies have focused on male rape in the
 
community. Due to a dearth of articles and cultural
 
stereotypes, the general public assumes that males are
 
"rape free." The purpose of this thesis is to examine
 
the degree of male rape in a general population, describe
 
victim characteristics, and compare community male
 
victims to those in other categories. Four general
 
population surveys of Texas residents were combined and
 
analyzed in this study. Two victimization questions
 
established the categories of respondents. The two
 
questions asked (1) were you the victim of rape or
 
attempted rape during the year, and (2) were you the
 
victim of rape or attempted rape during your lifetime.
 
The males who said yes established the degree of
 
victimization.
 
An analysis was done on secondary data in four
 
surveys derived from the Criminal Justice Center at Sam
 
Houston State University collected during 1986, 1987, and
 
1988. Each survey constituted of a random sample of
 
2,000 Texas residents who had drivers license and state
 
identification cards, drawn from an initial sample of
 
iii
 
10,000. Responses to all four surveys were combined into
 
one file for the purpose of analysis, and the compos^^^^^
 
■response■::rate:.''was 3,.■'/•■percent •■■ ' ■ ■ ■^; ■ ■ ■:'. 
Two-thirds of the male victims were mafriedi Thus, 
those reporting rape were twice as likely to be married 
than eingle. White males reported victimization more 
often than black and Hispanic victiias. The mean age of 
the victims was 35v3 years, and the largest groxip was 
either a liigh school or college graduate. Victims tended 
to live in towns with over 500,000 residents. The 
inCo®65 of the viCfims varied considerably, with one­
thifd reporting incomes of $31,OOG tO $39,000> 
There were no significant differences between male 
rape Vicbims and nbn-yic€imS by family income, size Of 
town, and marital status. However, there were 
significant differerices oh educational attainment, race/ 
and income. Victims tended to be younger and had more 
education than non-victims. Whites reported rape more 
frequently than blacks and Hispanics. 
Male and female victims were similar in race, age, 
marital status and size of town. Male victims had more 
education and made more money than female victims. 
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CHAPTER 1: INTRODUCTION
 
Rape is a serious problein in American society and
 
survivors suffer additional trauma after reporting their :
 
victimization to law enforcement officials* Many victims
 
have described their experiences as painful, appalling,
 
brutal, inhumane, traumatic, unconscionable, absolutely
 
repulsive and one of the most degrading experiences
 
imaginable
 
Griffin (1971) postulated that women were fearful
 
and aware of the realities of rape. Most rapes are not
 
reported because victims felt their actions led the
 
rapist on (Herman, 1979). Other were accused by the
 
offender for provoking the assault (Amir, 1967). Some
 
victims felt that incarcerating the assailant would not
 
serve a specific purpose (Schwendinger and Schwendinger,
 
1974), while others felt that their families, friends and
 
law enforcement officials were insensitive to their
 
situations (Griffin, 1971; Russell, 1982). The rapes
 
which appear in the official reports represents the tip
 
of the "statistical iceberg" (Schwendinger and
 
Schwendinger, 1974). The majority of the people raped
 
are women (Griffin, 1971; Groth and Burgess, 1982;
 
Nadelson, 1977; Metzger, 1976; Amir, 1967; Herman, 1979).
 
There is much disagreement among legal scholars and
 
researchers concerning what rape is and how it should be
 
defined. Rape is an illegal act, punishable by
 
imprisonment (Groth and Burgess, 1982). Campbell (1983)
 
defines rape as unlawful intercourse by a man with a
 
woman who, is not his wife, by the use of force, or the
 
threat of force or intimidation. The majority of the
 
definitions and descriptions of rape have focused on
 
women as victims, thereby excluding men and boys.
 
Campbell's definition negated the reality of other
 
categories of rape.
 
There are several descriptions of "rape" in the
 
literature. Griffin (1971, p. 29) described it as the
 
perfect combination of sex and power. She equated rape
 
with "a kind of terrorism which severely limits the
 
freedom of women and makes them dependent on men (p«
 
34)." Reynolds (1974) argued that rape was used by men
 
to keep women in their places. Brownmiller (1975, p. 18)
 
described rape as a crime which men commit against each
 
other's property. Kay (1988) described rape as "a rather
 
degrading, violent act which violates the bodily
 
integrity of the victim."
 
MALE RAPE
 
Most articles on rape have focused almost
 
exclusively on offenses committed against women and
 
children (Groth and Burgess 1980). The research has
 
consistently pointed out that "girls get raped> not boys"
 
(Brownmiller, p* 309). Nadelson (1977,. p,784) stated
 
that "women are usually the victims, although men may be
 
raped." This was the extent of the artigle's discussion
 
on male rape. With the exception of a few articles on
 
sexual assaults in male prisons (Davis, 1968), little
 
attention has been given to the forcible rape of adult
 
males in the community.
 
The subject of male rape, or what I call
 
"intrasexual assaults," has received some attention from
 
the television and movie industry. In the early 1970s,
 
the producers of the defunct series, Marcus Welby, M.D.,
 
aired an episode in which a young boy was brutally beaten
 
and then sodomized by an adult male. In 1987, talk show
 
hostess, Oprah Winfrey, interviewed 6 male rape survivors
 
on her show. There were 3 white and 3 Hispanic males who
 
discussed their childhood victiittizatioh. Two male
 
callers told Winfrey that they were raped as adults. One
 
was accpsted by a pblice Officer, hand-cuffed, driven to
 
an obscure location, and then sodomized. The other
 
caller was forced at gun point to go to an unknown man's
 
home, where he was sodomized and gang raped. In the late
 
1980s, NBC aired the Rape of Richard Beck. Beck, a white
 
New York City police detective, was sodomized by two
 
suspicious white males after being lured into an
 
abandoned building. There was a scene in Mississippi
 
Burning in which a black man was overpowered and raped by
 
six local white males.
 
Campbell (1983) defined male rape as "crimes against
 
nature" and sodomy (anal sex). Based on his definition,
 
the victims and their assailants were guilty of breaking
 
the law. Groth and Burgess (1980) asserted that male
 
rape was "pseudo-sexual acts." The aggressors's primary
 
motive (allegedly) was not to derive sexual pleasure from
 
his victim. Instead, he sought to degrade, control,
 
emasculate and humiliate his victim. Within the context
 
of this paper, male rape will be defined as unlawful and
 
forcible sex with another male through fear, intimidation
 
and the threat of violence, or by the use of violence.
 
The terms rape, victimization, sexually assaulted,
 
sexually abused, and molestation will be used
 
interchangeably.
 
Profile of Male Rape Victims
 
In some of the earlier prison/jail rape studies,
 
Davis (1968) and Ribeau and Sinclair (1979) described the
 
typical victim as a young, white, first-time offender,
 
who was slightly built, afraid, clean-cut, shy,
 
talkative, and too friendly. He asked too many questions
 
and appeared too weak in the eyes of his aggressors. In a
 
recent study on prison rape, Chonco (1989, p. 72)
 
declared that "one's race aloiie does not determine
 
victimization. He argued victimization was a consequence
 
of one's perceived weakness and inability to defend
 
himself." Chonco concluded his study by stressing "all
 
inmates were equally vulnerable to sexual assaults, if
 
they possess characteristics thought to be associated
 
with weakness" (p. 78). In Tewksbury's (1989) study on
 
the fear of sexual assault in a male prison, he found
 
that new inmates' fear of rape was so strong that their
 
fear alone could turn into a self-fulfilling prophecy,
 
thereby leading to. Chonco's and Tewsbury's observations
 
are consistent with Weiss and Friar's (1974) which
 
reported that no race or age-group is exempt from sexual
 
pressures and rape.
 
There is dearth of articles on male rape in the
 
community, and it is difficult, if not impossible, to
 
profile the "typical victim." There are no particular
 
reasons to believe that a profile can be established from
 
the prison literature. The Pierce County Rape Crisis
 
Center in Tacoma, Washington predicts that one in seven
 
males will be raped during their lifetime. The Center
 
predicts that 80 percent of the victims will be white
 
males in their late teens and mid-twenties.
 
Historical Evidence Of Male Rape
 
The Bible offers little evidence on the subject of
 
male rape, however, this does not mean that males were
 
not victims. One could hypothesize that just as a
 
married women was punished for reporting rape, it is
 
possible that the same fate awaited males who reported
 
sexual assaults against themselves.
 
There are two biblical accounts that can be
 
interpreted as attempted male rape: Genesis, chapter 19
 
and Judges, chapter 19. In the Genesis account, two
 
angels, disguised as men, entered the patriarch's (Lot)
 
home. The men from two neighboring cities, Sodom and
 
Gomorrah, went to Lot's house, knocked on his door, and
 
demanded that he send his guests outside so that they
 
could "rape" them (see Moffatt, 1954). In an attempt to
 
spare his guests from humiliation and rape. Lot offered
 
his two virgin daughters as substitutes, hoping that
 
would mollify them. Instead, the men became enraged and
 
retorted, "Who made vou a ruler and judge over us?" They
 
told Lot that they would treat him worse than his guests.
 
Lot's guests were listening and observing to the men hurl
 
incriminations at Lot. Before the men were able to grab
 
Lot and then proGeed to rape him, the angels pulled him
 
into the house and then supernaturally blinded the men.
 
The Judges• account is similar to the Genesis
 
account, however, the men in the city of Gibeah took the
 
man's unfaithful concubine and raped her all night. She
 
was cut into twelve pieces and buried the next day.
 
Prevalence of Male Rape
 
The actual degree of male rape in a general
 
population is difficult to estimate. Most victims will
 
not report, nor discuss their victimization with their
 
families, friends Or law enforcement officials. Social
 
sanctions which make it difficult for them to report
 
without feeling less than a "man."
 
A few studiee igive some indication of male sexual
 
victimization in the Community. Massey> Garcia, Enich
 
and Facog (1971) reported that males were 4 percent of
 
all rape victims treated at the Philadelphia General
 
Hospital during 1968. In 1986, 1987 and 1988, the Bureau
 
of Justice Statistics reported 10 cases of male rape.
 
Kaufman, DiVasto, Jackson, Voorchess and Christy (1980,
 
p. 221) found that male rape victims during 1975> 1976
 
and 1977 represented 0 percent, 1 percent and 2 percent
 
of reported cases. During the three months of 1978, ten
 
percent of aill rape victims were malas (Kaufman et ali>
 
1980), however, there was no explanation for the
 
increase.
 
Fritz, Stoll and Wagner (1981) gave 952 college
 
students a guestignnaire which asked them about their
 
early sexual experiences. Subjects were recruited from
 
psychology cburses offered ah the University of
 
Washington. The majority of the respondents were females
 
(n=540), while the rest were males (n=412)v They found
 
that 4.8 percent (n=20) of the males and 7.7 percent
 
(n=42) of the females reported being molested during
 
childhood. The majority of the: males (n-18) and females
 
(n=32) who reported rape had no difficulties with adult
 
sexuality. Female molestation was intrafamilial/ while
 
molestation of males was extrafamilial.
 
In Pierce and Pierce's (1981) sample of twenty-five
 
sexually abused males, 32 percent (n=8) were blacks,
 
while 68 percent (n=17) were whites. The average age of
 
assault was 8 years, 6 months. Ninety-two percent lived
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with their natural mothers. Fifty-two percent of the
 
samples• mothers received public assistance. Twenty-two
 
of their mothers were high school graduates. Pierce and
 
Pierce found that one of the assaults were extrafamilial,
 
while 24 were intrafamilial.
 
The researchers at the American Humane Association
 
[AHA] (1981; cited in Green, 1988) reported that in 1978,
 
15 boys were sexually abused for every 100 girls. The
 
boys were more likely to be sexually abused by strangers
 
as opposed to relatives.
 
Kercher and McShane (1984) reviewed the files of a
 
random sample of 1,108 sexually abused children in Texas
 
and 17 percent were males (n=182). They found that 73.8
 
percent (h==i32) of the boys were victims of extrafamilial
 
assaults, while 26.2 percent (n=47) intrafami1ial. Boys
 
ages 13 to 16 years had the highest inGidence of
 
molestation (71 percent).
 
Bell and Weinberg (1981; cited in qreen, 1988, p.
 
125) found in a random sample of males in San Francisco
 
that 2.5 percent of the heterosexual males were molested
 
before they reached puberty. However, 4.9 percent of a
 
cohort of homosexual men reported sexual molestation
 
during childhood.
 
 MALE RAPE STUDIES
 
The few studies on male rape appeared in the
 
literature in the late 1970s and early 1980s. One of the
 
earlier studies was conducted by Schultz and DeSalvage
 
(1975) who sought to measure the degree of rape among
 
college students and their attitudes toward rape. The
 
researchers gave the sample a confidential questionnaire
 
packet.
 
The sample consisted of 20, white male college
 
students, enrolled in a human sexuality course at a state
 
university. The subjects were single, active daters,
 
ages 19 to 24. They were asked to define rape and if
 
they were the victim of rape or attempted rape. Fifty-

five percent of the sample did not define rape correctly.
 
Twenty percent (n=4) of the respondents were sodomized
 
(raped), while 10 percent had been victims of violent
 
attempted sodomy. The sexual assaults and attempted
 
sexual assaults occurred while the respondent was on
 
campus, or in the community. None of the respondents
 
reported their assaultsbecause they felt embarrassed and
 
shame.
 
Kaufman et al. (1980) attempted to characterize male
 
rape victims by comparing data of their sexual assaults
 
i..,:y-yy:.'y^y^^yy- y'/y '.-\y'ryyy--yyymy:y:yy^r.y : \''''-y^-iy yyy^.. ■ 
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with data pn female rape victims. The data included
 
demographic information, specifics of the assault and the
 
victims's reactions.
 
The sample contained 14 males and 100 females who
 
were treated over a 39-month period in an emergency
 
department in Bernalillo County Medical Center in
 
Albuquerque, New Mexico. The females were randomly
 
selected but the males were not. Of the 14 males and 100
 
females studied, 4 males and 7 females were under age 13;
 
five males and 40 females were at least 13 years old but
 
less than 18; and five males and fifty-three females were
 
over the age of 18. There were nine white males, four
 
Chicanos and one Black male. There was a similar ethnic
 
distribution of females in the sample.
 
The victims were either raped by one person or a
 
group of people. Seven males and 23 females were raped by
 
a group of men, while eight males and 12 females were
 
raped on more than one occasion.
 
There was violence associated with the sexual
 
assaults. Nine of the male victims were beaten, with five
 
severely beaten. More females than males were beaten
 
(n=ll). None of the females were beaten severely.
 
The 14 males were sodomized by their assailant. Nine
 
11
 
of the males were forced to orally copulate their
 
assailants. There was no information concerning the type
 
of sexual assaults performed on the females, however, one
 
could h^ that they were vaginally, orally and
 
anally penetrated.
 
Kaufinan et al. concluded by saying (1) the males
 
were hot homosexuals; (2) victims of male rape were more
 
likely to be kidnapped than female victims; (3) males
 
sustain greater physical trauma thah females; (4) five
 
males were too reluctant to diacuss tjieir victimization
 
and; (5) 12 males tried to conceal their ^ motions.
 
Groth and Burgess (1980) studied 22 males. Sixteen
 
from this group admitted to raping other males in prison
 
and in the community, while six said that they were raped
 
by other males in the coitonunity. The victims were either
 
self-referred, referred by police, or hospital personnel
 
who were aware of their study. The focus of this review
 
is on the victims.
 
The six victims ranged from 16 to 28 years of age.
 
The mean age was 17.6 years and ^11 of the victims were
 
white. The majority of the assaults were intira-racial
 
(83 percent), while one was interracial (17 percent).
 
Three of the victims were raped lay stranger was
 
raped by a casual acquaintance; and two were raped by
 
close friends. Most of the victims were raped by one
 
person. One victim was raped by three men.
 
victims'sexual identities varied considerably.
 
Three bohsid^red themselves heterbsexualy one claimed a
 
bisexual'orientation, another classified his sexual
 
experience prior to the rape as homosexual, and one
 
victim was not sexually active with either males or
 
females, however, he adopted a homosexual orientation
 
following the rape.
 
The victims were either sodomized or forced to
 
perform fellatio. One victim was sodomized in the back
 
seat of his boss's car while intoxicated, while another
 
victim was sodomized at a party, after drinking, by one
 
of his male "friends." A 17 year-old teenager was forced
 
to perform fellatio after accepting a ride from a
 
stranger. A victim called Mr. B was forced to perform
 
fellatib while hitchhiking. A 22-year old graduate
 
student was forced to perform fellatio and was sodomized
 
by an unknown male who overpowered him, took his car and
 
then drove off.
 
All victims stated that (1) their assaults were
 
stressful, (2) reporting the assault was difficult, and
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(3) many had problems dealing with others following the
 
assault. Several victims described the assault as life
 
threatening and expressed a desire "to get even with
 
their assailants."
 
Many victims expressed a need to keep the sexual
 
assault to themselves due to the societal belief that (1)
 
a man should be able to take care of himself; (2) his
 
manhood had been tampered with; and (3) discussing the
 
rape with others was embarrassing and stressful.
 
During 1978 and 1979, 212 rapes were reported to the
 
Columbia South Carolina Police Department. Six percent
 
(n=12) of the victims were males (Forman, 1982). The
 
victims were aged 6 to 43 years, with a mean age of 16
 
years, 9 months. Seven males were white, while 5 were
 
black. The majority of the male victims were under 18
 
years of age (n=9). Six males were sodomized, however,
 
one male had a blunt instrument inserted into his anus.
 
Three males were forced to give fellatio, while three
 
were forced to receive it. Ten males (83.5 percent) were
 
raped by one assailant. In eight of the cases, the
 
rapists were strangers to their victims. The assailants
 
either threatened to use force, or used force to subdue
 
their victims. A knife was used on three victims, while
 
14
 
three suffered physical injuries.
 
Goyer and Eddleman (1984) reviewed the psychiatric
 
evaluations of 13, active duty Navy and Marine Corps
 
males who reported rape. The majority of the victims
 
were aged 18 to 23 years (n=12). The mean age of
 
victimization was 20.6 years. Two of the thirteen were
 
raped prior to joining the military. One subject was 16,
 
while another was 9. Eleven were heterosexuals, 1 was
 
bisexual, while another was homosexual.
 
An equal number of sexual assaults occurred aboard
 
naval vessels and in "unknown" locations (4 v. 4). Two
 
men were raped on base, while three were raped in
 
undisclosed locations. Nine men were gang-raped or held
 
by others during the sexual assaults (69 percent).
 
Goyer and Eddelman found that victims had
 
difficulties adjusting. Most of them kept silent,
 
fearing rejection and questions about their virility.
 
Kaszniak, Nussbaum, Berren and Santiago's (1988)
 
case analysis of a 27 year old, white male who was gang
 
raped, illustrated that rape was so traumatic for males
 
that some victims may suffer amnesia. The authors
 
concluded the amnesia insulated the victim from the shame
 
and guilt associated with the rape.
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Meyers (1989) treated 14 white males, aged 18 to 35
 
years, who were sexually molested as children. The mean
 
age was 28.7 years. The men were characterized as
 
professional or semi-skilled workers. Eight were self-

identified homosexuals, 4 were heterosexuals, 1 was
 
bisexual; while another was "asexualv" The majority of
 
the victims were sexually assaulted at least twice by one
 
person. With the exception of one sexually assaulted by
 
his mother, the others were raped by males. The youngest
 
victim was 6 years, while the oldest was 31 years. The
 
majority were raped between the ages 18 to 25 years.
 
Forcible sodomy was the most frequent sexual act,
 
however, a few fondled, seduced. Some were forced to
 
give and receive fellatio.
 
Meyers's patients were reluctant to talk about their
 
victimization. Several of his patients had problems
 
associated with the rape. Less than one-third (n=4)
 
discussed their sexual victimization prior to entering
 
therapy.
 
Summary of Male Rape Studies
 
The above studies focused on the sexual
 
victimization of 80 males who were raped in the
 
community, on a college campus, and while active duty
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military by other males. The victim's age, race,
 
relationship with the assailant, sexual identification,
 
nature of sexual act, type of assault: group or solo, and
 
whether violence was associated with the rapes were
 
discussed. The samples were not random; therefore, one
 
must be careful about drawing cOhelusiohs and
 
generalizing to the general population because the data
 
were so limited.
 
The few male rape studies provided valuable insight
 
into a subject that is basically ignored by researchers.
 
These researchers raised more questions than they
 
answered. Did the victims attempt to dgfend themselves?
 
What time of day did the rapes occur and where? Did any
 
victim file 1itigatipn seeking legal redress in the
 
courts? How did the assailants overpower their victims?
 
Were there thrgats of physical violence, or was physical
 
violence used? Did the assailants use weapohs or allege
 
that they had weapons to frighten their victims into
 
submission? What services did the centers offer those
 
who came to them for help, and what were the 1ong term
 
effects of the rape on the victim? bid Schultz and
 
DeSalvage (1975) mean to imply that the victims in their
 
study were dating other males?
 
 ASSOCIATED RAPE STUDIES
 
There are several settings in which males and
 
females are vulnerable to becoming a victim of rape, such
 
as jails/prisons, at home, school and on the streets.
 
Although the focus of this thesis is on male rape in a
 
general population, it would be appropriate to discuss
 
the sexual victimization of males in other settings and
 
female rape in order to determine if male rape victims
 
have unique characteristics.
 
There were several studies which discussed male rape
 
in prison. Most victims suffered in silence for fear of
 
further reprisals from their assailants and their
 
friends. Based on the literature, what we know about male
 
rape in prison involves a black aggressor and a white
 
victim. These findings were not supported by other
 
studies which declared that if prisoners possessed
 
certain characteristics, regardless of race, they were
 
likely to become a victim of sexual assaults.
 
STATEMENT OF THE PROBLEM
 
^ T , few publications have addressed male rape
 
in the community. Many have assumed that male rape is not
 
a probleiti because few male rapes appear in the official
 
rape statistics. If one assumed that male rape was not a
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problem due to the lack of numbers in official
 
statistics, one couW be gravely mistakfenw It is possible
 
that males report being raped more pften than the police
 
statistics show and that many reports are ignored. Due to
 
male seK stereotypes, shame, and the possibiiity of
 
public humiliation, many victims choose to suffer in
 
silence and cope with the aftereffects of the rape in the
 
best way they can. The literature suggests only that one
 
out of five rape victims (females) report being raped
 
(Griffin, 1971). In a study conducted by Galton (1977),
 
police officers surveyed believed that only 20 percent of
 
the rape vignettes which they reviewed met their
 
"ideology of rape." In 1987, the National Victimization
 
Survey reported a national estimate of 1.4 million
 
attempted or completed rapes.
 
PURPOSE OF STUDY
 
The purpose of this study is to examine the
 
frequency of male rape in a general population, describe
 
victim characteristics, and compare community male rape
 
victims to those in other categories. This will be done
 
by reviewing studies on male rape in jails/prisons,
 
incest, male child rape and female rape. Discussion will
 
be based on what we know from the literature about the
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similarities between males who were raped in prison and
 
from the data base of those who were raped in a general
 
population. Also, the characteristics of females who
 
were raped will be compared to males raped in a general
 
population.
 
This thesis will not focus on the forcible rape of a
 
female by a male nor will there be extended discussion of
 
marital, or date rape. Although the characteristics of
 
the offenders and the way in which the criminal justice
 
system processes an allegation of rape have appeared in
 
many publications, these topics will not be included
 
here.
 
Many males do not believe that a man can be raped. I
 
believe that this topic is important, because men who are
 
raped are "ignored victims." Hopefully, this project will
 
serve to sensitize others concerned with this topic.
 
DATA AND METHODOLOGY
 
An analysis will be done on secondary data in four
 
surveys in 1986, 1987 and 1988 by the Criminal Justice
 
Center at Sam Houston State University. Each survey
 
constituted a random sample of 2,000 Texas residents who
 
had drivers license and state identification cards, drawn
 
from an initial sample of 10,000. Individuals in the
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random sample were mailed an introductory letter which
 
explained the purpose of the study. A week later, a
 
cover letter and an eight to 12 page questionnaire, along
 
with a return envelope were mailed. Failure to respond
 
within 7 days resulted in a follow-up letter.
 
Respondents who did not reply within two weeks were
 
mailed a second letter and questionnaire package. After
 
10 more days, a fifth and final contact was made with
 
those who had not yet responded. Responses to all four
 
surveys were combined into one file for the purpose of
 
analysis. The composite response was 65.3 percent.
 
The samples in previous male rape studies were not
 
random; therefore, it is difficult to make
 
generalizations to the rest of the population. Because
 
the Texas sample is a random one, this problem is
 
resolved.
 
The data concerning the sexual victimization of
 
males will be the focal point. The demographic and
 
personal characteristics such as age, education, marital
 
status, and size of the town will be included and
 
analyzed. Male victims will be compared to male non-rape
 
victims and female victims to determine if there were any
 
unique characteristics associated with victimization.
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LIMITATIONS
 
There are few publications that address male rape
 
beyond the prison literature. At best, the prison samples
 
are non-random samples of the total male population.
 
Therefore, known characteristics of victims are biased in
 
nature. The data to be used in this study are derived
 
from random samples. However, the reporting of male rape
 
raises serious questions of representation due the
 
cultural sensitivity to "rape," conceptions of
 
"maleness," and stigma. Therefore, those reporting may
 
be a selective subset of males who were raped. The data
 
should probably be construed as speculative and limited
 
in scope.
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 Table 1
 
Selected Victim Characteristics by Research Area
 
Area/Study Victim Characteristic
 
Age Race Educ. Income Marital Size Sample
 
Community Male Rape
 
Schultz & DeSalvage 19-24 W CS n/m S 6.0 CS
 
(1975)
 
Kaufman et al. 7-18 B n/m n/m n/m 14.0 V
 
(1980) C
 
w W
 
w
 
Groth & Burgess 16-28 W n/m n/m n/m 6.0 V
 
(1980)
 
Forman 6-43 B n/m n/m n/m 12.0 SD
 
(1982)
 
Goyer & Eddelman 18-31 n/m n/m n/m n/m 13.0 Pt.
 
(1984)
 
Kaszniak et al. 27 W n/m n/m h/m 1;0 Pt.
 
(1988)
 
Meyers
 
(1989) 18-35 W n/m n/m n/m 14,0 Pt.
 
  
Table 1 continued
 
Prison Male Rape
 
Pavis 20.7 (mean)
 
(1968)
 
Carroll 21-59
 
(1974)
 
Scacco 16-28
 
(1975)
 
to Moss et al.
 
4^ (1979)
 
Wooden & Parker
 
(1982) 21-59
 
Nacci & Kane n/m
 
(1983)
 
Race 

W
 
B
 
B
 
W
 
B
 
B
 
W
 
B
 
H
 
O
 
W
 
Educ. Income 

n/m n/m
 
n/m n/m
 
n/m n/m
 
n/m n/m
 
n/m n/m
 
n/m n/m
 
Marital Size 

n/m 156 

n/m 40-50
 
n/m n/m 

n/m n/m 

n/m n/m 

n/m n/m 

Sample
 
Pr.
 
Pr.
 
Ju.
 
Pr.
 
Pr.
 
Pr.
 
Tsiible 1 continTaed
 
ChiId Ma1e Rape Age Race Educ. Income Marital Size Sample
 
Ellerstein & Canavan
 
(1980) 3—17 n/m n/iti n/m n/m n/m SD
 
Green
 
(1982) 32% iinder 6 n/m n/m n/m n/m n/iti SD
 
Finkelhor
 
(1983a) 75% under 21 W n/m S/M 266. CS
 
7% 21 to 23
 
18% over 24
 
to
 
Ol 
Finkelhor 0-18 B n/m n/m n/m n/m SO
 
(1983b)
 
Hall et al. 14-17 B 6-12 n/m n/m n/m S 
(1983) 
■ ■ ,/ --o' ; • ■ 
VI ■■ ■ ■ ' ' ■ ; ■ 
Table i continued 
Male Child Rape 
Reinhart 
(1987) 
Age 
4.7-6.1 
Race Educ. Income 
B n/m^ n/m 
W 
Marital Size Sample 
n/m n/m SD 
to 
CHAPTER 2: LITERATURE REVIEW
 
Introduction
 
The purpose of this thesis is to examine the
 
frequency of male rape in a general popuration/ describe
 
victim characteristics, and compare male rape in the
 
community to those on other categories. This phapter^ w
 
be devoted to a review of the literature on m^^ in
 
prisons and jails, incest, male child ari^fPmale rape.
 
Victim characteristics will be highlighted*
 
MALE RAPE IN PRISON
 
While male rape in the community is an uncommon
 
topic, several studies have examined male rape in prisbn.
 
The first comprehensive study was conducted by Davis
 
(1968). He interviewed 3,304 inmates who passed through
 
the Philadelphia prison system from June 1966 to July
 
1968. Davis estimated that there were 2,000 sexual
 
assaults. Of which, 156 were documented. The average
 
victim was 20.7 years with aggressors at 23.7 years.
 
More than half were white victims with black aggressors
 
(n=72), 15 percent (n=20) involved white victims with
 
white aggressors, while almost one-third (n=27) were
 
black victims with blacks aggressors.
 
There were no data available on roughly one-fifth
 
y(n=27) of the victims. However, DaVis said seven victims
 
were sexually assaulted en route to the prison due to a
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lack of supervision. Unlike Sykes (1958) who attributed
 
sexual assaults to a deprivation of heterosexual
 
reiationshipsy Davis argues "rape" was a tool to
 
achieving masculine self-identificatibn through physical
 
aggression/and.sex.
 
Due to the poor research desighy there was no way to
 
ascertain whether other ettinit groups were confined in
 
the three facilities during the study. However, one
 
could hypothesize that some blacks were raped by whites
 
and that the percentage of black-on-black a.nd black-on­
white victiinizatidn was higher than reported. It is
 
possible that Hispanics, Asians and other groups were
 
incarcerated and sbme of them raped blacks, whitesy
 
Asians, an^ Hispanics. There no evidence to
 
substantiate these suppositidns.
 
During 1979 and 1980, Wooden and Parker (1982)
 
studied the sexual behavior of a random sample of men in
 
a medium security prison in Galifornia. inmates confined
 
for a year or more were eligible to participate in the
 
study. Those selected were given a twenty-item
 
The respondents! ages ranged from 21 to 59 years,
 
with a median age of 29. Accdrding to the State of
 
California Department of Corrections, their ages
 
correspdrided with the ages of the total prison pdpulatidn
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during 1979 and 1980.
 
Ethically, the inmates were representative of the
 
prison population during 1980. Almost half of the
 
respondents were white, one-third were bla 22 percent
 
were of Mexican-American descent, while 3 percent were
 
listed as "other." Three-fourths identified themseiyes
 
as heterosexuals, one-fifth were homosexuals, and about
 
One-forth were bisexuals. About half of the homosexuals,
 
9 percent of the heterosexuals and 2 percent of the
 
bisexuals were sexually assaulted.
 
Wooden and Parker concluded that homosexuals were
 
more likely to get raped than heterosexuals and
 
bisexuals. However, two previous studies contradict
 
their findings. Huffman (1964) found in his prison
 
sample that homosexuals were avoided by the other inmates
 
and were monitored closely by the guards. Another
 
researcher reported that homosexuals were removed from
 
the general population and were placed in protective
 
custody (Ribeau and Sinclair, 1982).
 
earroll (1974) measured the degree of biracial rape
 
in a maximum security prison which housed 200 inmates.
 
Seventy-eight percent of the prisons* population were
 
whites, while 22 percent were blacks. Staff, prisoners
 
and informants were asked specific questions cohcerning
 
biracial sexual assaults. Carroll was told that there
 
■ ■ ■ ' ■ V' :V:-'V • :V;,:;;j:; ■29;: . - ,'r ■ V- - ■ :: vi:;:; 
were at least 50 sexual assaults per year and that 75
 
percent of the assaults involved white victims with black
 
aggressors.
 
In 1975, Scacco assessed the frequency of male rape
 
in a reformatory school for offenders, ages 16 to 28
 
years. It was rare for one inmate to rape another without
 
the aid of others. Younger and less experienced inmates
 
were overpowered, beaten and then raped in showers,
 
bathrooms, clothing and storage rooms by older inmates.
 
Sexual activity (rape) was heaviest when inmates migrated
 
from one end of the complex to the next and at night when
 
security was laxed.
 
The fear of rape (Tewksbury, 1989), known, or
 
rumored rapes (Jones and Schmid, 1989), are a grim and
 
devastating reality for inexperienced inmates. Ribeau
 
and Sinclair (1982) hypothesized that a woman's chances
 
of getting raped was not the same as males in
 
confinement. "Targets" were either pressured or raped
 
after 48 hours of imprisonment (Weiss and Friar, 1974).
 
Wooden and Parker (1982, p. 115) found that the men's
 
prison allowed, and even sanctioned, sexual aggression
 
but did not approve of sexual affection or love. Victims
 
were not willing participants. Many had their clothes
 
torn off. Some were beaten, stabbed, and others were
 
killed.
 
30
 
DaVis (1968) describi^ victims as youn good-^
 
looking, inexperienced, weak or effemihate males who did
 
not know the ropes. Many prison rapists sought to
 
justify their actions by •'hlaming," accusirtg theit
 
victims of weakness, unworthy of respect, homosexuality,
 
and "really wanting it."
 
Many victims were threatened and to afraid to tell
 
prison guards or officials (Davis, 1968). Instead, many
 
suffered in silence for fear of being labeled a "snitCh."
 
Some feared reprisals from their assailants and friends.
 
Others were too embarrassed to talk about it, while
 
Others feit the guafds were Unable to provide adequate
 
protectipn, or just simply refused to intervene. Many
 
chose to remain in the general "population" rather than
 
suffer isolation and protective custody. The victims
 
were in a no-win situation (Cotton and Groth, 1984)
 
because they were in close proximity to perpetrators
 
(Wooden and Parker 1982, p. 118).
 
The inmate subculture did not consider the initial
 
"rape" as rape. Instead, some ihraates cprisidered "it" as
 
"redefihing the inmate's role'' Or ''turning him Put''
 
(Ribeau and Sinclair 1982, p. 4). The aggressors
 
acquired power and status, prpviding they raped their
 
"prey" in front of others and displayed no emotional
 
attachment. Gagnon and Simon (1980) reported that
 
aggressors were not anally penetrated by their punks.
 
Prison researchers concur that male rape is a power-

dominance issue, whereby perceived "weaker" inmates were
 
sexually subdued and abused by experienced inmates.
 
There were a few studies on male rape in the federal
 
prisons. In an expl study of sex and sexual
 
aggression, Nacci and Kani (1983) drew a random sample of
 
330 males from 17 federal institutions. Forty-six
 
percent of the subjects were Black, 11 percent were
 
Hispanics and 40 percent were Caucasian pr hon-minority•
 
Subjects were given a guestionnaire Which asked questions
 
about sexual aggression and homosexuality. They found
 
that .6 percent (n=2) of the subjects were forced to
 
perform an undesirable sex act, while .3 percent (n=l)
 
were sodomized (raped). Nacci and Kani's concluded that
 
federal prisons were relatively free from homosexuality
 
and sexual aggression.
 
In another study. Moss, Hosford and Andersoh (1979)
 
conducted a study to assess sexual victimization oyer
 
twelve months in a prison that housed 11Oq inmates. Moss
 
et al. reported that some of the staff knew 12 inmates
 
who raped. The rapists included seven blacks and five
 
Chicanes. They concluded sexual assaults were an
 
infrequent occurrence among federal prisohers*
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Summary of Male Rape Literature
 
The degree of intrasexual assaults in local jails,
 
state and federal prisons is unknown as most sexual
 
assaults were never reported^ Most victims were white
 
but blacks were victims too. Victims are usually younger
 
(20.75 years) than their aggressors (23.67). Homosexuals
 
are at greater risk than heterosexual and bisexual
 
inmates. Within the federal prisons, rape appears to be
 
less of a problem, while in the state prisons and in
 
local jails, male rape is endemic.
 
INCEST
 
Most case studies on incest focus;on father-daughter
 
or step-father and step-daughter (Langsley, Schwartz and
 
Fairburn, 1968; Rhinehart, 1961). In a Study on families
 
at risk for father-daughter incest, Herman and Hirschman
 
(1981) interviewed 60 women who were recruited through a
 
network of therapists in private practices. Forty women
 
Were victims of incest, while 20 were not. All of the
 
women were white. Fifty percent (n=20) of the women in
 
both incest group and 50 percent in the comparison group
 
were from working class families, while 50 percent of the
 
women in the incest and comparison groups were from
 
middle class families. Women in the incest group were
 
older, more likely to be married, and less educated than
 
the women in the non-incest group.
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Herman and Hirschman found that (1) 58 percent of
 
the incest victims reported the event after leaving home,
 
but a few "told" prior to leaving; (2) 28 percent felt
 
their sisters were sexually abused too; (3) one woman was
 
raped by her brother, while six women were raped by a
 
combination of close relatives and friends of the family.
 
They concluded that the oldest daughters were more likely
 
to get raped by their fathers.
 
Francis (1987; cited in Green, 1988, p. 126) found
 
that 96 percent of all incest cases at a U.S. naval base
 
were father-daughter.
 
In Rhinehart's (1961) analysis of four incest cases,
 
three of the victims were females, but one was male. All
 
of the victims were white. Two were high school
 
graduates, one was in college, and the other was in
 
elementary school. One woman was from a middle-class
 
family. The girls were vaginally penetrated by their
 
fathers, however, the boy orally copulated his father and
 
brother.
 
In Machotaka et. al.'s (1967) study of three
 
incestuous families, two of the victims were women, while
 
one was a man. In the first case, a women had sexual
 
relations with her father from ages 6 through 12. The
 
child moved into her mother's home and there was seduced
 
by her step-father at age 13. In the second case, a young
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girl had sexual relations with her father from ages 13 to
 
16. In the third caise, a boy was molested by his uncle.
 
Finkelhor (1984) was told by 4.5 percent (n=13) of
 
the 323 women in his Boston sample that they believed
 
their husbands had sexually assaulted with their
 
children. The children were from 6 through 14 years.
 
Fifty percent of the sample reported sexual molestation
 
by their fathers and step-fathers.
 
There is little data on father-son, mother-son and
 
sibling-sibling incest (Green, 1988). Lew (1988) studied
 
three males who were sexually abused by their mothers,
 
however, one male was repeatedly sexually abused by his
 
brother.
 
Father-Son Incest
 
Fathers and step-fathers who rape their sons are
 
difficult to study (Green, 1988) due to a lack of
 
reporting. Most victims were too afraid to "tell" (Lew,
 
1988) because they feared that no one would believe them,
 
or that there would be further reprisals from their
 
fathers, or a lack of support from unbelieving family
 
members.
 
The available data were limited. In a self-help
 
book for male survivors of child rape. Lew (1988) reports
 
on four survivors raped by their fathers. In a review of
 
536 cases of incest at a U. S. naval base, Francis (1987;
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cited in Green, 1988, p. 126) reported that 6 percent
 
(n=32) were father-son. Tlie victims' ages ranged from 2
 
to 17, with a median age df 6. The incestuous
 
relationships lasted from a month to 8 years. Twenty-one
 
boys were molested by their hetural fathers, and 13 by
 
their step-fathers. In 74 perCent of cases (n=24), other
 
relatives participated in the rape.
 
Other exS^ consists of a two-and one-

half year old boyfwbp was sodomized by his father (Sgroi,
 
1976). An eleven year old boy was sodomized and orally
 
penetrated his natural father. The father alleges that
 
he raped his son, because he wanted his son to tell his
 
mother what happened, and maybe, she would give up her
 
career apd stay ho^^ (Groth, 1979, p. 153). Of the 37
 
juveniles on death row in the United States, five had
 
been sodomized by relatives (Lewis et al., 1988).
 
In Langsley et al.'s (1968) case analysis on father-

son incest, the victim was 20-years old, single, white, a
 
college student (sophomore) who was "masturbated" by his
 
father at age 12. The victim was the dldest of four
 
children.
 
Summary of Incest Literature ..
 
Most incest involves a father-daughter> or Step
 
father and Step-daughter, but boys are victimized tooi
 
The most fregueht vietims were the oldest daughters.
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However, few studies examined father-son incest. The San
 
Francisco study has the highest percentage of male
 
victims. Most boys were between age 2 and 17. Most
 
will never report the assault and most were sodomized.
 
CHILD MALE RAPE
 
Most victimizations of same-sex rape occur during
 
childhood (Groth, 1979). Most studies on child rape
 
focus on girls as opposed to boys. However, there is
 
more evidence available on male child rape than male
 
adult rape.
 
A study conducted by the American Humane Society
 
(cited in Green, 1988, p. 125-126) found that 15 boys
 
were raped for every 100 girls. The researchers found
 
that boys were more likely to be raped by strangers than
 
girls. Thirty-two percent of all male victims were under
 
the age of 6.
 
The National Center for Child Abuse and Neglect
 
(1983) conducted a study to estimate th^ prevalence of
 
child abuse and neglect in the U.S. Data were gathered
 
from 26 counties in ten states from child protectiye
 
service agencies, schools, hospitals, police departments,
 
and the family courts. The ages of the children ranged
 
from new born to 17 years. Six percent of the boys were
 
new born to age 2, 6.3 percent were between 3 and 5, 11.3
 
percent were between 6 and 8, 11.4 percent were between 9
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and 11, 11.5 percent were between 12 and 14, while 14.2
 
percent were between 15 and 17. The largest group came
 
from rural areas (11.4 percent), followed by 10.9 percent
 
from urban areas and 8.8 percent from the suburbs. The
 
sample was 51 percent male and 48 percent female. The
 
Center found 652,000 cases of child abuse and neglect and
 
that .7 percent of all cases involved child molestation.
 
The researchers extrapolated that 1 million children were
 
victims of sexual assaults annually.
 
Reinhart (1987) reviewed 189 cases of sexually
 
abused boys who lived in Sacramento County during 1983
 
and 1985. Eighty percent were white (n=151), eleven
 
percent were Black (n=21), four percent were Hispanic
 
(n=8), while 5 percent were listed as other (n=9)f Their
 
ages ranged from 0 to 17 years. The mean age for Whites
 
was 6.1 years, 4.7 years for Blacks, 5.9 years for
 
Hispanics and 4.7 years for "others." Ninety-six percent
 
Of the boys were sexually assaulted by males, with 4
 
percent by females, Reinhart found that fifty percent of
 
the boys 8-years and older were sodomized. After age
 
two, there was an increase in penile-anal intercourse.
 
All of the boys were sexually assaulted by individuals
 
whom they knew. Twenty-four percent were molested by
 
their fathers, with 11 percent by neighbors.
 
Ellerstein and Canavan (1980) reviewed 16 files of
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male child rape. The victims were 3 to 17 years of age,
 
with a mean age of 9.7. Seven boys were raped at home by
 
someone with whom their parents knew and trusted, while 9
 
were attacked by complete strangers. Fifty percent were
 
sodomized, while 50 percent were fondled and kissed.
 
Boys are less likely to report rape than girls
 
(Finkelhor, 1983; Fritz et al., 1981; Nasjleti, 1980; and
 
Geiser, 1979). In an attempt to increase the rate of
 
reporting child rape, the Oakland County Homicide Force
 
created a task force to encourage boys and girls in
 
grades 4 through 9 to report all rapes to counselors and
 
teachers (cited in Groth, 1979, p. 149).
 
In the Wisconsin study on teenage attitudes towards
 
rape (Hall, Gloyer, Boezio and Flannery, 1983), a sample
 
of males (n=460), ages 14 through 17, were selected by a
 
random dialing procedure. The sample was 78 percent
 
white, 18 percent black, 3 percent Hispanic, and 1
 
percent other extraction. Fourteen percent lived in the
 
city of Milwaukee, about 14 percent lived in the inner
 
city, while 36 percent lived in the suburbs. Sixty-six
 
percent lived with both parents. Twenty-percent of the
 
boys were 14 years old, 27 percent were 15, 24 percent
 
were 16/ Wh 24 percent were 17. Twenty-five percent
 
had completed the 8th grade, while 26 percent had
 
completed the 9th grade.
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A vignette was read which described male rape and
 
subjects were asked "if you were raped, would you report
 
it?" All of them said no and expressed concern that
 
police, parents and friends would react "negatively" and
 
question their virility. Later, when asked if they were
 
raped or sexually assaulted, 2 percent (n=9) said yes.
 
David Finkelhor conducted two studies on child
 
sexual molestation. In the New England sample, Finkelhor
 
(1983a) recruited 266 males from six colleges and
 
universities. They were recruited from sociology, social
 
work, human sexuality and psychology courses, were white
 
and from middle class backgrounds. Fifteen percent were
 
either married or divorced, while 85 percent were single.
 
Seventy-five percent of the sample were under 21, while
 
18 percent were 24 and older. The median income was
 
$14,000, but 2 percent reported earning less than
 
$7,000.00. Twelve percent grew up in towns with over
 
100,000 people, while 43 percent were from towns with
 
5,000 to 25,000 people.
 
Finkelhor found that 8.6 percent (n=23) were
 
sexually molested during childhood. For seventy-three
 
percent of the sample, this was their first attempt at
 
reporting sexual molestation as a child. Fifty-five
 
percent were fondled but 14 percent were shown an adult
 
male's penis. The average male was 8.6 years when
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sexually assaulted. Seventy percent were assaulted by
 
some combination of relatives and family members. The
 
victims were usually molested by a male who was 5 to 10
 
years older.
 
In 1978, Finkelhor (1983b) reviewed the files of
 
6,096 child sexual abuse complaints and found that
 
eighty-seven percent were girls, while 13 percent were
 
boys. The children ranged in age from birth to 18 years
 
and the largest group was between 13 and 16 (38 percent).
 
Seventy percent was molested by a combination of natural
 
parents, step or foster parents. He found that most
 
victims were from poor families and their parents* median
 
annual income of $6,500. He found that sexually abused
 
children were rarely removed from their homes and that it
 
was difficult to prosecute offenders.
 
Summarv of Male Child Rape Literature
 
Boys, aged birth to 17 years, are vulnerable to
 
sexual molestation. Boys were equally molested by family
 
members and strangers. Fathers and step-fathers had
 
molested their sons/step-sons. Boys aged 8 and older
 
were more likely to be sodomized. Hall et. al. (1983)
 
and Finkelhor (1984) reported that boys were reluctant to
 
report sexual molestation.
 
RAPE
 
There is a great deal of literature on female rape
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(intersexual assaults). The general public perceives
 
rapists as psychopathic strangers who are abnormal in
 
intelligence. This was not substantiated by Bonheur and
 
Rosner (1981), nor Malamuth and Feshbach (1980).
 
Women have been accused of provoking the rape in
 
some way (Amir, 1967). Others allege that this is a
 
"just world" and people get what they deserve (Lerner and
 
Miller, 1978). If this logic were applied to explain why
 
some women get raped and others do not, society, then,
 
could interpret rape as a part of the victim's fate.
 
Williams (1989) argues that a woman (person) does not
 
enjoy, nor deserves, rape.
 
Several longitudinal studies examined the after
 
affects of rape on the victims. Rinear and Rinear (1975)
 
Burgess and Holmstrom (1979), Kilpatrick, Venon and
 
Resick (1979) and McCall, Meyer and Fischman (1979) found
 
in their studies that subjects often complained of
 
restlessness, appetite and weight loss, mood swings,
 
disturbances in sexual relations, and fear of being alone
 
after being raped. Several monogamous relationships were
 
disrupted because many victims appeared to be
 
"heterophobic" (the fear, reluctance and refusal to
 
resume normal heterosexual relations following rape)
 
afterwards.
 
In order to present a representative overview of
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rape victims characteristiGS/ I will rely on data from
 
the National Crime Survey (NCS). The NCS is not without
 
its share of problems, but the figures may be more
 
representative.
 
During 1974 and 1975, the National Crime Survey was
 
mailed to a representative sample of 10,000 homes, in 26
 
cities, to measure the degree of unreported stranger
 
rap^& (see Mct)ermott, 1979). Researchers there estimated
 
that 39,310 rapes or attempted rapes went (data included
 
both males and females) unreported to law enforcement
 
officials and found that (1) most rapes occurred during
 
the evening and at night; (2) there were more solo than
 
group rapes; (3) knifes were the most frequent weapon
 
used to intimidate victims; (4) about 51 percent reported
 
their sexual assaults; (5) rape was interracial; (6)
 
young women were raped more than any other group; (7)
 
blacks and other minorities had higher incidences of rape
 
than whites; (8) women who were single, divorced, or
 
separated were raped more often than those married and
 
widowed; and (9) women with lower incomes were more
 
likely to be raped than others. There findings were
 
significant. However, they ignored acquaintance, date,
 
intrafamilial, and marital rape.
 
In the 1985 National Crime Survey, 32 percent of all
 
rapes bccurred either in or near the victim's home. Women
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aged 16 to 24 with at greater risk for sexual assault.
 
Black women were raped more often than whites. Seventy-

three percent of all rapes occurred between 6:00 a.m. to
 
6:00 p.m.
 
In 1987, the Bureau of Criminal Justice Statistics
 
reported that 98.9 percent of all rapists were men, while
 
1.1 percent were women. Kercher and McShane (1984)
 
reported 3.2 percent were women. The largest number of
 
sex offenses occurred either in the victims home or
 
inside a building.
 
Summarv of Female Rape
 
The literature is replete with studies on female
 
rape. Contrary to popular belief, a person is more
 
likely to get raped by someone whom they know as opposed
 
to a stranger. Most rapes go unreported; women between
 
16 to 25 years are at greater risk; more white women are
 
raped than black women; most rapes occur during the day
 
light hours; and victims are more likely to get raped in,
 
or in close proximity to, their domiciles.
 
MARITAL RAPE
 
There are a few studies that explore marital rape.
 
In the San Francisco marital rape study, Russell (1982)
 
interviewed 930 women and found that 14 percent (n=87)
 
experienced "at least one completed or attempted rape by
 
their husbands or ex-husbands" (p. 57).
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Finkelhor and Yllo (1982) conducted a two part study
 
on marital rape. In 1980, the researchers interviewed
 
323 women in Boston and found that a tenth (n=32) of the
 
sample reported marital rape.
 
In the second study, Finkelhor and Yllo conducted
 
in-depth interviews with fifty white women, in New
 
England, who were marital rape survivors. They found
 
that 38 women were forced to have sex with their
 
husbands, while 12 with their cohabiting partners.
 
Summarv of Marital Rape Studies
 
Three studies exist on forced-sex in a marriage. The
 
samples sizes ranged from 50 to 930. At best the samples
 
were too small to generalize to the general population,
 
nor were they random. Russell used a random sample.
 
However, the results are applicable to the San Francisco
 
area.
 
Summarv of All The Studies
 
The majority of rape studies focus on females as
 
opposed to males but there are a few articles on male
 
rape in prison and in the community. During childhood
 
both males and females were raped by their fathers, step
 
fathers and other authority figures. The oldest girls
 
were sexually abused more often than their younger
 
sisters. One study estimated that 1 million children are
 
sexually assaulted annually.
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Most rapes occur between 6;00 to 6:00 p.m., are
 
intraracial, and tend to occur close to the victim*s
 
domicile. Despite the popular myth that rapists are
 
strangers and psychopaths, most women reporting rape were
 
victimized by someone whom they knew or with whom they
 
were acquainted. Income was equally distributed among
 
victims. However, there were no data available on the
 
victims* educational attainment and size of town in which
 
they lived. The majority of the women who reported
 
marital rape were high school drop-outs, who lived below
 
the poverty line.
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CHAPTER 3: METHODOLOGY
 
INTRODUCTION
 
The purpose of this thesis is to examine the
 
frequency of male rape in a general population, describe
 
victim characteristics, and compare community male
 
victims to those in other rape categories. The primary
 
method of research will be an analysis of secondary data
 
collected from 1986, 1987 and 1988. The responses
 
obtained from these surveys provided valuable insight on
 
this subject. Various demographic characteristics were
 
scrutinized to acquire background knowledge on the
 
respondents. Those who reported rape were called
 
victims.
 
RESEARCH SITUATION
 
The data were from four surveys during 1986, 1987
 
and 1988 by the Criminal Justice Center at Sam Houston
 
State University at Huntsville, Texas. Iri each case, the
 
survey instruments were mailed to a random sample of
 
2,000 adult Texas residents in order to assess their
 
attitudes concerning the criminal justice process,
 
Criminals, and issues which pertain to crimihal justice.
 
Of specific interest is the section in whidh the
 
respondents were asked if they were the victims Of rape
 
or an attempted rape during the year and if they had been
 
the victim of rape or attempted rape during their
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lifetiine. Sinc6 the sampie was a random sample of adult
 
Texans, the results can be generalized to the general
 
Texas;..adult:popuiatidny^;;
 
RESEARCH SETTING
 
Based on Bureau of U.Si census 19S1 figures (Rezide,
 
1988), Texas ranks third in size among the U.S. states
 
and has a population of 17.4 million. The state
 
stretches 773 miles from east to west, and 801 miles from
 
north to south and has 254 counties. Texas is 80.7
 
percent urban, 19.2 percent rural with a racial mixture
 
of 68.2 percent white, 11.8 percent black and 21 percent
 
Hispanic. Females comprised 52 percent of the population
 
with males at 48 percent- The largSst city is Houston
 
with 1.6 million people. For residents 25 years and
 
older, sixteen percent either completed some college
 
courses or graduated from college. Less than 6.5 percent
 
did not graduate from high school, while the largest
 
group consisted of high school graduates, who were 62.5
 
percent of the population 25 years and older. The median
 
educational level was 12.4 years. The median family
 
income during 1987 was $26,460. Texas is a major
 
agricultural state and an industrial giant. Eleven
 
percent of the populatlp in the services industry
 
and 6.3 perGeht work ih agricuiture^^ The majority of the
 
adults in Texas are married (60.2 percent) and the median
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age is 29.7 years.
 
Sample and Survey Procedures
 
For each survey, a simple random sample of 10,000
 
names and addresses were drawn from all Texans with
 
drivers licenses and state identification cards. From
 
this group, a second random sample of 2,000 individuals
 
Were drawn and mailed a survey. Individuals in the
 
random sample were mailed an introductory letter
 
explaining the purpose of study. A week later, a coyer
 
letter and an eight to 12 page questionnaire, along with
 
a return envelope, were mailed. The questionnaire had a
 
number of questions, and a statement which assured the
 
respondent that his/her answers would be kept
 
confidential. The booklets were numbered in order to
 
keep track of who had responded and who had not
 
responded. Failure to respond within 7 days resulted in
 
a follow-up letter. Respondents who did not reply within
 
two weeks were mailed a second letter and questionnaire
 
package. After 10 more days, a fifth and final contact
 
was made with those who had not yet responded.
 
The respondents were asked to take a few minutes and
 
fill out the instrument. Respondents were instructed to
 
place an "x" in the box which most closely matched their
 
answer. Respondents were told that they could use the
 
last page of the booklet to exparid on their answers and
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make comments. At the completion of the survey, they
 
were asked to mail the survey in an enclosed postage-

paid envelope to the Survey Research Program at the
 
Criminal Justice Center of Sam Houston State University.
 
The responses to all four surveys were combined into
 
one file for the purpose of this analysis. Over a three
 
year period, a total of 8,000 surveys were mailed. The
 
composite response rate was 65.3 percent and 5,230
 
surveys were returned and used in this analysis.
 
The data concerning the sexual victimization of
 
males will be the focal point of analysis and discussion.
 
The respondents's personal and demographic
 
characteristics, such as gender, race/ethnicity, age,
 
education, marital status, size of town, and income will
 
be analyzed against the rape variable.
 
VARIABLES
 
There were two dependent variables which reflected
 
the sexual yictimization of males in a general
 
population. The initial variable asked the respondents
 
to answer yes or no to the question "were you the victim
 
of rape or attempted rape during the last year?" A
 
second question asked "were you the victim of rape or
 
attempted rape during your lifetime?" Individuals who
 
answered "yes" to either the first or the second question
 
established that they were victims of rape or attempted
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Thus, the definition of rape to be used in this study is
 
that of lifetime victimization and includes attempts as
 
well as successfully completed rapes.
 
Personal and Demographic Independent Variables
 
Other variables used to determine background
 
characteristics of respondents were gender,
 
race/ethnicity, age, education, marital status, size of
 
town, and income. Definitions and coding of these
 
variables were as follows:
 
Gender: Gender is a nominal variable. There were 2494
 
females and 2256 males who completed the survey
 
instrument. However, some respondents failed to identify
 
their gender. The females represented 52.5 percent,
 
while males were 47.5 percent. The percentages
 
approximated the population figures.
 
Race/Ethnicitv: Race/ethnicity was a nominal level
 
measurement. There were three known ethnic groups.
 
Whites were coded as "1," blacks as "2," while Hispanics
 
were a "3." There were 3,934 whites, 525 blacks, 532
 
Hispanics in the combined sample. Whites represented
 
78.8 percent of the respondents, blacks were 10.5
 
percent, Hispanics 10.7 percent, while others were 2.6
 
percent. Because of their small number and range of
 
racial/ethnic groups, the "other" was excluded from the
 
analysis.
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Table 2
 
Frecmencv Distribution For Demographic Variables
 
Variable
 
Gender
 
Male
 
Female
 
Race
 
Black
 
Hispanic
 
White
 
17 to 29
 
30 to 49
 
50 to 98
 
Education
 
less than H.S.
 
High school
 
■ 	 Some college 
College degree 
Graduate degree 
N
 
2,256
 
2,494
 
525
 
532
 
3,934
 
1,196
 
1,993
 
1,520
 
1,956
 
927
 
1,150
 
680
 
364
 
Percent
 
47.5
 
52.5
 
10.5
 
10.7
 
78.8
 
27.4
 
39.8
 
32.8
 
38.0
 
18.3
 
22.7
 
13.4
 
7.2
 
Mean
 
43.0
 
52
 
9.2 
Table 2, continued
 
Variable
 
Marital Status N Percent
 
Married 3,235 68.0
 
Single 1,502 32.0
 
Size of Town
 
rural 323 10.0
 
less than 2,500 212 6.5
 
2,501 to 10,000 358 10.9
 
10,001 to 25,000 372 11.4
 
25,001 to 50,000 263 8.0
 
50,001 to 100,000 342 10.4
 
100,001 to 250,000 307 9.4
 
250,001 to 500,000 256 7.8
 
500,001+ 840 25.7
 
Income
 
less than $3,000 173 4.1 34,455
 
$3,001 to $6,000 146 3.5
 
$6,001 to $10,000 266 6.3
 
$10,001 to $15,000 447 10.6
 
$15,001 to $25,000 877 20.7
 
$25,001 to $50,000 612 38.1
 
over $50,000 708 16.7
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The sample's ethnicity was approximately representative
 
of adult Texans, with whites being 10 percent over their
 
population figure and Hispanics underrepresented by 10
 
percent.
 
Age; Initially, age was measured at the interval level.
 
The respondents were aged 15 to 98 years. However, the
 
final version was an ordinal level variable, and age was
 
collapsed into three groups for this study. The mean age
 
was much higher than the general population of Texans (43
 
V. 29.7) because the sample contained only adults. The
 
largest group was those aged 30 to 49 years.
 
Education; The sample was basically an educated one with
 
over 43 percent having as least some college course work.
 
Thirty-eight percent (n=1956) did not complete high
 
school, 18.3 percent (n=927) were high school graduates,
 
23 percent (n=1150) completed some college work, 13.4
 
percent (n=680) had undergraduate degrees, while 7.2
 
percent (n=364) had graduate degrees. The respondents
 
averaged 9.2 years of schooling versus the populations 12
 
years. Some of this difference may be accounted for in
 
the census' use of the GED as equivalent to 12 years of
 
school.
 
Marital Status: Marital status was measured at the
 
nominal level. A person was categorized as either
 
married or not married. Two-thirds were married
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(n=3235), while one-third (n=1502) were not. Most of the
 
respondents in the sample were married, which is
 
representative of adult Texas residents.
 
Size of Town; The size of the town was measured at the
 
ordinal level. About 10 percent (n=323) lived in a rural
 
locale, 6.5 percent (n=212) lived in towns with no more
 
than 2,50(3 residents, 10.9 percent (n=358) lived in towns
 
with at least 2,501 to 10,000 residents, 11.4 percent
 
(n=372) lived in towns with at least 10,001 to 25,000, 8
 
percent (n=263) had at least 25,001 but no more than
 
50,000, 10.4 percent (n=342) lived in towns with at least
 
50,001 to 100,000, 9.4 percent (n=307) lived in towns
 
with at least 100,001 to 250,000, 7.8 percent (n=256)
 
lived in towns with at least 250,001 to 500,000, while
 
the largest group, 25.7 percent (n=840), lived in a
 
metropolitan area with over 500,000 residents.
 
Income; Income was measured at the interval level to the
 
nearest thousand. The respondents•s incomes varied
 
considerably. About 4 percent (n=173) earned less than
 
$3,000 during the year, 3.5 percent (n=146) earned
 
between $3,001 to $6,000, 6.3 percent (n=266) earned
 
between $6,001 to $10,000, 10.6 percent (n=447) earned
 
between 10,001 to $15,000, 20.7 percent (n=877) between
 
from $15,001 to $25,000, 30.8 percent (n=1612) earned
 
between $25,001 to $50,000, while 16.7 percent (n=708)
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 earned over $50,000. The respondents'is median fainily
 
income was 50 percent higher than the median family
 
income of Texas residents ($39,000 versus $26,460.00).
 
This was due, at least in part, to the overrepresentation
 
of white respohdents and underrepresentation of
 
Hispanics.
 
METHODS OF ANALYSIS
 
The data were analyzed through the use of tha SPSS­
PC+ statistical package. Three statistipal test were
 
used: t-test, the chi-square test, an analysis of
 
variance (ANOVA). The t-test compares the differences
 
between two means! the chi-square compares differences
 
between two or more groups in a cross tabulation table;
 
and the ANOVA compares the differences between three or
 
more means. Thus, the t-test and ANOVA were used for all
 
ordinal and interval level variables and the chi-square
 
t-test was used for all nominal level variables. The ­
level of signifipance was set at .05.
 
, : ^^LIMITATIONS'"Vv'­
The information contaiiried in t combined survey was
 
reflective of adult Texas rea^ therefore, the
 
degree of m^ie rape in a general pcpulatipn was
 
applicable to adult Texans and may not be generalized to
 
the U.S. population. Since the random sample was drawn
 
from people with Texas driver licenses, some adult Texans
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were omitted. However, the files also contained
 
individuals who did not drive but had asked for
 
identification cards. The Texas Department of Public
 
Safety estimated that their files contained some 90
 
percent of all adult Texans. Some of the variables were
 
collapsed for analysis. It was possible that some
 
information was lost due to categorization of these
 
variables.
 
Finally, the rape variable was defined as lifetime
 
attempts or successful rapes. This created potential
 
problems. We do not know when or where the rape
 
actually took place^, and it is possible that the
 
victimization occurred during childhood, or in an
 
institution such as a jail, prison or mental ward.
 
Although it is common to refer to the two together, the
 
use of attempted rape in the question introduced an
 
element of uncertainty into the report of victimization.
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Chapter:4v.. ANALYSIS ^
 
Intrbduction
 
The focal point of discussion will be on victims who
 
rape or attempted rape during their lifetime. Three
 
resesarch questions will be analyzed here. The first
 
question asks if there are any identifiable
 
characteristics of males who reported rape during their
 
lifetime. Within this analysis, I will do a suh-analysis
 
on the similarities and differences among the ethnic
 
groups reporting rape by their race, age, marital status,
 
education, size gf town and incOme. The second question
 
asks if males who reported rape are any different from
 
other males who were not sexually assaulted. Finally,
 
the third question asks if there are any significant
 
differences between male and females who reported rape.
 
CHARACTERISTICS OF MALE RAPE VICTIMS
 
Race
 
Forty men reported rape during their lifetime.
 
Sixty-three percent (n=25) were white, 22.5 percent (n=9)
 
were black, while 12.5 percent were Hispanic (Table 3).
 
This group represented 1.9 bsrcent of all male
 
respondents. There were ho r data available
 
for 2.5 percent (n=l) of those reporting rape. Whites
 
were the most frequent victims but were roughly
 
victimized at their population proportion.
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Table 3
 
Characteristics of Male Rape Victiins
 
Variables 

Race''­
White
 
Black
 
Hispanic
 
(Missing)
 
Marital Status
 
Married 

Not Married 

Age ^
 
15-19 

20-29 

:;:^30--39^ 

40-49 

50-59 

60-69 

'V' VOt'^""; 

Category Mean Median
 
% N
 
63.0 25.0
 
22.5
 
' 9'0
 
12.5 5.0
 
2.5 1.0
 
65.0 26.0
 
35.0 13.0
 
5.0 2.0 43.0 39.0
 
32.5 13.0
 
32.5 13.C;
 
17.5 7.0
 
3.0 1.0';^:-;':
 
7.5 3.0
 
3.0 l.rO. , ■/.'^ '^ ---v. 
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Table 3, Continued
 
Variables Category Mean Mode
 
Education 

<HS 

HS 

Some College 

BA/BS 

>BA/BS 

size of Town
 
Rural 

2,501-10,000 

10,001-25,000 

25.000-50,000 

% 

15.0 

27.5 

23.0 

30.0 

5.0 

11.0 

11.0 

5.6 

5.6 

N 
6.0 9.200 12.0 
11.0 
9.0 
12.0 
2.0 
2.0 5.632 6.0 
2,0 
1.0 
1.0 
50.001-100,000 5.6 1.0
 
100,001-^250,+ 

250,001-500,+ 

500,000+ 

(Missing) 

5.6 1.0
 
5.6 1.0
 
50.0 9.0
 
55.0 12.0
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Table 3, Continued
 
Variable 

Income 

<3,000 

10,000-23,000 

26,000-30,000 

31,000-39,000 

50,000 

67,000 

80,000 

92,000 

Category Mean Mode
 
% N
 
2^9 1.0 34U55 30.000
 
23.0 8.0
 
17.1 6.0
 
31.4 11.0
 
9.0 3.0
 
2.9 1.0
 
5.7 2.0
 
5.7
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Blacks, on the other hand, were yictimized at ahput twice
 
their population proportion.
 
Respondents who reported rape were divided into
 
seven age categories (Table 3). Age represents the
 
current ages of the respondent at the time that the
 
guestidnnaire was completed. A cbmparisbh with nori­
yictims may ultimately yield informatibn oh differences
 
between the, groups, however> age is less meaningful than
 
other variables. Five percent (n=2) were ages 15 to 19
 
years, 32.5 percent (n=13) were 20 to 29 years, while
 
another 32.5 (n=13) were 30 to 39 years. Males 40 to 49
 
years represented 17.5 (n=7) of all victims, while 3
 
percent (n=l) were ages 50 to 59 years. About 8 percent
 
(n=3) were 60 to 69 years, while another 3 percent (n=l)
 
were 70 to 79 years. The mean age of those reporting
 
rape was 35 yearSj 2 honths, w^ is somewhat lower than
 
the sample population's. Those reporting yictimization>
 
then, presented a bimbdal distribution with 20 to 29 and
 
30 to 39 year-old victims most frequently represented.
 
Age was Cross tabulated by race. Thirty-six percent
 
of the whites Were 20 to 29 years, while 28 percent were
 
30 to 39 years. Twenty percent were 40 to 49 years,
 
while 4 percent were either 15 to 19 years, or 70 to 79
 
years. Thirty-three perceht Of the blacks were 20 to 29
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years, while another 33 percent were 30 to 39 years.
 
Twenty-two percent were 60 to 69 years, while those aged
 
15 to 19 years were 11 percent. Forty percent of all
 
Hispanics were 30 to 39 years, while another 40 percent
 
were 40 to 49 years. Only 20 percent were ages 20 to 29
 
years. Blacks and whites aged 20 to 29 and 30 to 39
 
years old reported rape more than Hispanics in the same
 
age category.
 
Marital Status
 
Respondents who reported rape were categorized as
 
either married or not married. Two-thirds (n=26) were
 
married, while one-third (n=13) were not married (Table
 
3), Thus, those reporting were twice as likely to be
 
married, but in the same numerical proportion as the
 
population.
 
Eighty percent (n=20) of the whites, and 80 percent
 
(n=4) of the Hispanics were married (Table 4). Only 11
 
percent (n=l) of all blacks were married. Eighty-nine
 
percent (n=8) of all blacks were not married, while 20
 
percent of whites, and 20 percent hispanics were not
 
married. Married whites and hispanics reported rape more
 
often than married blacks, but unmarried blacks reported
 
rape more often than unmarried whites and hispanics.
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Table 4
 
Marital Status of Male Rape Victims bv Race/Ethnicitv
 
Variable White Black Hispanic x P
 
(i N) (% N) (% N)
 
Marital Status
 
Married 80 20 il 1 80 4 .2950 .5902
 
Not 20 5 89 8 20 1
 
Married-^'':-'^' :
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Education
 
Fifteen percent (n=6) of the males reporting rape
 
did not graduate from high school, while 27.5 percent
 
(n=ll) were high school graduates (Table 3). Twenty-

three percent (n=9) completed some college, while 30
 
percent (n=12) possessed undergraduate degrees. Five
 
percent (n=2) completed an advanced degree program.
 
High school and college graduates had the highest
 
incidence ot victimization.
 
There were no differences between the number of
 
blacks, Hispanics, and whites who had dropped out of high
 
school (2,1, and 3 respectively). Thirty-three percent
 
of the blacks reporting rape and 32 percent of the whites
 
reporting rape graduated from high school. No Hispanics
 
were found in the high school category. Forty percent of
 
the Hispanics reporting rape completed some college as
 
opposed to 32 percent of whites and 22 percent of blacks.
 
Thirty-six percent of the whites, 22 percent of the
 
blacks, and 20 percent of the Hispanics reporting rape
 
had undergraduate degrees. Two of the Hispanic victims
 
had advanced degrees. There were just as many white and
 
black victims who graduated from high school. However,
 
whites were more likely to possess undergraduate degrees.
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size of town
 
The categories of this question were worded
 
differently in two of the four surveys. The last two
 
surveys were used as the analytical base and comprise 45
 
percent of the respondents. The percentages may not
 
accurately mirror the victims* responses. Eleven percent
 
(n=2) currently reside in a rural area, while another 11
 
percent (n=2) resided in a small town with at least 2,501
 
to 10,000 residents (Table 3). An equal number of
 
victims lived in areas with 10,001 to 25,000 residents
 
(n=l), 25,001 to 50,000 (n=l), 50,000 to 100,000 (n=l),
 
100,001 to 250,00 (n=l), and 250,00 to 500,000 (n=l).
 
The largest group (n=9 or 50 percent) lived in towns with
 
over 500,000 people.
 
When the size of town was cross tabulated by race,
 
11 percent (n=2) of the white victims currently resided
 
in a rural area, while another 11 percent (n=2) lived in
 
a town with over 500,000 people. An equal number of
 
whites lived in small towns with 2,5001 to 10,000 people
 
(n=l), 10,001 to 25,000 (n=l), 25,001 to 50,000 (n=l),
 
50,000 to 100,000 (n=l), while 5.6 percent (n=l) lived in
 
a large town with 250,000 to 500,000 residents. Six
 
blacks (85 percent) lived in large towns which had over
 
500,000 residents, while 15 percent (n=l) lived in a town
 
with at least 100,001 but no more than 250,000. One
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HispaniG lived in a town with 2,500, while another lived
 
in a medium-sized town with 25,000 to 50,000 residents.
 
Black victims lived in towns of 500,000+ more often than
 
whites and Hispanics reportingf victimization.
 
Income
 
The respondents current family incomes varied
 
considerably (Table 3). One person earned less than
 
$3,000, 23 percent (n=8) of their salaries ranged from
 
$10,000 to 20,000, while 17.1 percent (n=6) reported
 
$26,000 to $30,000. About one-third (n=ll) brought home
 
$31,000 to $39,000 annually. A few earned over $50,000.
 
Nine percent (n=3) earned $50,000 during the last year,
 
2.9 percent (n=l) $67,000, 5.7 percent (n=2) $80,000,
 
while another 5.7 percent (n=2) reported $92,000. The
 
largest group reporting rape earned from $31,000 to
 
$39,000 annually, followed by those earning from $10,000
 
• to $20,000.
 
Income was cross tabulated by race. More than one-

third of (n=9) of the white victims earned over $50,000
 
during the last year. However/ another one-third (n=8)
 
salaries were $31,000 to 39,000. Blacks reporting
 
victimization either earned $26,000 (n=4 or 57.1 percent)
 
or $38,000 (n=2 or 28.6 percent). Only 14.3 percent
 
(n=l) earned $1,000 during the last year. Two Hispanic
 
victims reported incomes of $18,000, with another
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individual at $31,000. White victiins earned^^
 
black and Hispanic victims.
 
Sub-Ahalvsis of Male Rape Victims
 
Are there any racial differences conong males who
 
reported rape? An analysis of variance test was done to
 
compare the three races/ethnic groups by age, education,
 
income and size of town. There were no significarit
 
difference among whites, blacks and hispanics in age,
 
education and income (see Table 5). Neither group was
 
victimized more than the dther. Blacks were a little
 
older than the whites and Hispanics who were sexually
 
assaulted. The Hispanics had slightly more education
 
than the white and black respondents. However, the white
 
victims family incomes were higher than blacks and
 
Hispanics.
 
Table 5 shows that there was a significant
 
difference among the races ihyictimization and the size
 
of town in which they lived in (p=.021), Black victims
 
lived in larger towns than ^ ites and Hispanics (Table
 
5). In the general Texas popuiatipn, blacks and
 
Hispanics/ and %itc^ tend^^^ in urban areas.
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 Table 5
 
Selected Characteristics of Male Rape Victims bv
 
Variable
 
Age
 
Black
 
White
 
Hispanic
 
Education
 
Black
 
White
 
Hispanic
 
Income
 
Black
 
White
 
Hispanic
 
Size of Town
 
Black
 
White
 
Hispanic
 
Race/Ethnicitv 
X ^ F 
36.44 
35.20 
33.20 
33.901 0.086 ; 918 
11.22 
12.32 
13.00 
12.081 0.657 525 
25.86 
41.71 
22.33 
2044.1 2.045 146 
8.71 
5.13 
4.00 
61.9 5.142 .021 
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Summary of the Characteristics of Male Rape Victims
 
In summary, white males reported rape more often
 
than blacks and Hispanics and were victimized at their
 
population proportions. However, black males were
 
victimized about twice their population proportions.
 
The mean age of those reporting rape was 35.2 years.
 
Thus, victims presented a bimodal distribution with 20 to
 
29 and 30 to 39 year old being the most frequently
 
represented. When age was cross tabulated by race, black
 
and white victims aged 20 to 29 and 30 to 39 years were
 
the most frequent victims.
 
Two-thirds of the victims were married, while one-

third was single. Thus, those reporting were twice as
 
likely to be married. The majority of the white and
 
Hispanics victims were married, while the majority of
 
black victims were not married.
 
The largest group of victims were either high school
 
or college graduates. There were just as many white and
 
black high school graduates, however, whites were more
 
likely to have undergraduate degrees.
 
The responses to this question may not accurately
 
mirror the responses of all of the victims. About 25
 
percent lived in towns with more over 500,000 residents.
 
When size of town was cross tabulated by race, blacks
 
tended to live in larger towns (over 500,000).
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The family incomes of the respondents varied
 
considerably. About bne^third reported incomes between
 
$31,000 and $39,000. When income was cross tabulated by
 
race, white victims earned more than black and Hispanic
 
victims;.
 
COMPARISON OF male RAPE VICTIMS AND NON-VICTIMS ^
 
The second anaiysis Will focus on the differences
 
between victims and nonTvictims of rape. Victim and non-

victim characteristics of age, race, marital status,
 
education, size of town, and income will be highlighted.
 
Age ^
 
There was a significant difference between the ages
 
of the victims and hon^victims (see Table 6). The level
 
of probability was .007. Rape victims were younger than
 
their non-victims counterparts (35.2 years vs. 42.8
 
years).
 
Race
 
There Was a significant difference in the
 
victimization among the races (p=.0106); There were more
 
white victims reporting rape than black and Hispanic
 
victims (see Table 7). Hispanics were disproportiohal
 
represented to their population prpportion, while blacks
 
Were Slightly bverrepresented.
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Table 6
 
Comparison of Males Wtio Rep6r"ted Rabe with Those who Did
 
Nbt bv Education. Family Income. Aae and Size of Town
 
Variables Means .T'"
 
Education
 
Victims 12.2 .474 2.74 .2121 .006
 
Non-victim 9.0 .117
 
Fami1v Income
 
Victim 36.800 3.840 0.04 .1374 .969
 
Non-victim 37.026 0.945
 
Age
 
Victim 35.2 2.137 2.72 .2135 .007
 
Non-victim 42.8 0.387
 
Size 	of Town
 
Victim 6.611 0.705 17.37 .132
 
Non-victim 5.6052 .074
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Table 7
 
Grosstabulation of Male Rape and Non-Victims
 
by Marital Status and Race
 
Variables
 
Marital
 
Married
 
Single
 
Race
 
White
 
Black
 
Hispanic
 
Victim
 
N X%1
 
26 (65.0%)
 
14 (35.0%)
 
25 (62.5%)
 
9 (22.5%)
 
5 (12.5%)
 
Non-victim df P
 
N X%1
 
1453 (69.28%) .3890 1 .5615
 
644 (30.71%)
 
1576 (98.4%) 9.09 2 .0106
 
182 ( 9.0%)
 
258 (12.7%)
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Marital Status
 
There was no significant difference between victims
 
and non-victims by marital status. The probability level
 
was .5615 (see Table 7). Therefore, marital status
 
appeared to have no direct effect on victimization.
 
Education
 
There was a significant difference in the
 
educational attainment of victims and non-victims
 
(p=.006). On the average, males who reported rape had
 
more education than males who had not been victimized.
 
Victims completed 12.2 years of schooling as opposed to 9
 
years for non-victims (see Table 6).
 
Size of Town
 
The was no significant differences in the size of
 
town in which victims and non-victims lived (see Table
 
6). The level of probability was .132. Victims lived in
 
towns with close to 7,000 residents, while non-victims
 
lived in towns with less than 6,000 residents.
 
Income
 
There were no significant difference in the family
 
income of victims and non-victims (p=.969). Victims and
 
non-victims earned roughly $37,000 per year.
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Summary Of The Characteristics of Male Rape Victims and
 
Non-Victims
 
In summary, there were no significant differences
 
between male rape victims and non-victims by family
 
income, size of town, and marital status. However, there
 
were significant differences between the groups on
 
educational attainment, race, and age (see Tables 6 & 7).
 
Victims were younger and had more education than non-

victims. Whites reported rape more than black and
 
Hispanics.
 
COMPARISON OF MALE AND FEMALE RAPE VICTIMS
 
The last analysis will focus on the difference
 
between male and females who reported rape or attempted
 
rape. The male and female rape victims will be compared
 
by race, age, marital status, education, size of town,
 
and income.
 
Race
 
There were no significant differences by race.
 
There was essentially the same proportion of white males
 
and females; the same held true for the proportion of
 
black males and females who reported rape. Hispanic
 
males (12.8 percent) reported rape more than Hispanic
 
females (6.3 percent), but the smaller number of cases
 
makes this comparison unreliable. The level of
 
probability for the entire table, however, was .3402 (see
 
Table 8).
 
Age
 
There were no significant differences among the ages
 
of males and females Who reported rape (p=.116), The
 
data did demonstrate a tendency for males to be younger,
 
however. The average male was 35.2 years as opposed to
 
39 years for females (see Table 9).
 
Marital Status ,
 
Table 8 shows that there were approximately as many
 
married males as there were females (35 percent versus
 
42.3 percent). Unmarried males represented 65 percent of
 
those reporting rape, while females represented 57.4
 
percent. There was no significant difference in the
 
marital status (p=.3980) of male and female victims.
 
Education
 
There was a significant difference in educational
 
attainment of male and female victims (p=.006). On the
 
average, males had 12.2 years of schooling, while females
 
reported 9.8 years (see Table 9).
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Table 8
 
Comparison of Male and Female Reported Rape Victims bv
 
Race and Marital Status
 
Variable Males Females X df P
 
(N.^) (N,%)
 
Race
 
White 25 (64.1%) 116 (72.5%) 2.15 2 .3402
 
Black 9 (23.1%) 34 (21.3%)
 
Hispanic 5 (12.8%) 10 ( 6.3%)
 
Marital ■ ■ , 
Married 14 (35.0%) 69 (42.3%) .7142 1 .5056* 
Not 26 (65.0%) 94 (57.7%) 
Married
 
* after Yates correction
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Table 9
 
Comparison of Male and Female Reporbed Rape Victims bv
 
Income. Education. Aae and Size of Tovm
 
Variables Means SE T ^ P
 
Income
 
Male 36.800 3.840 -2.44 17.5 .016
 
Female 28.197
 
Education
 
Male 12.2 .474 2.77 199.0 .006
 
Female 9.8 .117
 
Male 35.2 2.137 1.58 201.0 .116
 
Female 39.0 .387
 
Size of Town
 
Male 6.611^ .705 1.85 105.0 .067
 
Female 5.269^ .074
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size of Town
 
There was a tendehcy for males tb live in slightly
 
larger towns than females (p=.067). Males lived in towns
 
with almost 7,000 residents, while females lived in towns
 
with a little over 5,200 (see Table 9).
 
income
 
There were significant differences in male and
 
female household incomes (p=.016). Males earned almost
 
$29,000, while females reported $28,000 (see Table 9),
 
suTTiTnarv of The Characteristics of Male and Female Victims
 
In summary, the males and females who reported rape
 
during their lifetime were similar in race, age, marital
 
status, and the size of town in which they lived.
 
However, there were differences in th©iJ^ family incomes
 
and educational attainment. Males earned more and had
 
more education than females.
 
COMPARISON TO EXISTING LITERATURE
 
The percentage of males reporting rape is consistent
 
with research findings by Hall et al. (1983). Two
 
percent of the males^ ages 14 to 17 years, reported rape.
 
The analysis here focused on male rape by certain
 
characteristics and did not seek to ascertain the
 
respondents' sexual identifications. However, three of
 
the community rape studies (Groth and Burgess, 1980;
 
Goyer and Eddelman, 1984; Meyers, 1989) suggest that
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heterosexual males were more like to be raped than
 
homosexual and bisexual males.
 
The ages of the victims in the previous research
 
ranged from 6 to 43 years. The mean ages were 16.9 years>
 
17.6 years, 20.6 years, and 28.7 years. The mean age of
 
the victims in this study was much higher than the mean
 
ages in the other studies because an adult random sample
 
was used and lifetime victimization was used as a measure
 
of rape. The average age of the victims of prison rape
 
was roughly 21 years old.
 
One researcher reported the marital status of the
 
victims in his study (Schultz and DeSalvage, 1975).
 
However, one could extrapolate from the Kaufman et al.
 
(1980) and Froman (1982) studies that the victims were
 
not married based on their ages. It appears as if single
 
males were more likely to get raped. This was not the
 
case in this report. There was no information on the
 
prisoners* marital status.
 
There was little to no information available
 
concerning the income, education and size of town in
 
which the rapes occurred. Based on the sensitivity of
 
this topic, it seems logical to omit certain information
 
from the report to protect the identities of those
 
participating in the study. We do know that some of the
 
males reporting rape completed some college (Schultz and
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DeSalvage, 1975), and one can assume that many were in
 
the primary and secondary grades (Kaufman et al., 1980;
 
Forman, 1982). The armed forces generally require that
 
all service personnel either possess a high school
 
diploma, or its equivalent. Based on this, the males in
 
Goyer and Eddelman's (1984) study were probably at least
 
high school graduates. The males in this study ranged
 
from high school graduate, some college, and college
 
graduates. This appears to be consistent with existing
 
studies.
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CHAPTER 5: SUMMARY AND CONCLUSION
 
Introduction . , ,
 
The purpose of this thesis is to examine the degree 
of male rape in a general population, describe victim 
characteristics» and compare community male victims to 
those in dth^r rape categprie analysis was done oh 
secondary data derived from surveys by Sam Houston State 
University in HuhtSyille, Texas during 19&6, 1987 and 
1988V ■ 
SUMMARY OF THE FINDINGS
 
Three analyses were done in this project• The first
 
analysis focused on identifiable characteristics of male
 
rape victims. A sub-'analysis was done to determine if
 
there were any racial differences among victims by race,
 
age, education, size of town and income. The second
 
analysis assessed similarities and differences of male
 
victims and non-victims. The third and final analysis
 
focused on the similarities and differences between male
 
and female rape victims.
 
In this study, white males reported victimization in
 
proportion to their population percentages in the general
 
population. Blacks were victimized about twice their
 
population propprtions, however, Hispanics were not
 
victimized in proportion to their population percentages.
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The average victim was 35.2 years, however, when
 
rape wae cross tabulated race, two—thirds of the white
 
and black victims were aged 20 to 39 years.
 
Two-thirds of the male victims were married.
 
Married males had the highest incidence of victimization.
 
The Hispanic and white victims were married more often
 
than blacks, which tended to be single.
 
The largest group of victims were either high school
 
or college graduates. There were just as many white and
 
black high school graduates, however, whites were more
 
likely to have baccalaureate degrees.
 
Income varied considerably among the male victims.
 
However, the largest group reported incomes from $31,000
 
to $39,000. Whites earned more than black and Hispanic
 
■ victims. 
It was difficult to present a representative
 
overview of the size of towns which victims were more
 
likely to live in because two surveys were used for this
 
analysis. Based on the responses of 45 percent of the
 
respondents, 25 percent of the victims lived in
 
metropolitans with over 500,000 residents. Black victims
 
tended to live in larger towns (500,000+), while whites
 
and Hispanic victims lived in smaller cities.
 
There were no Significant differences among white,
 
black, and Hispanic victims in age, education, income,
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and size of town. There were soine differences but they
 
were not significant: (1) Blacks were somewhat older than
 
white and Hispanic victims, but the differences were
 
nonsignificant; (2) Hispanics had slightly more education
 
than black and white victims; and (3) Whites had higher
 
incomes than blacks and Hispanics. There was a
 
significant differences among the races on victimization.
 
Black victims lived in larger cities, while Hispanics and
 
Whites terided to live in smaller cities.
 
There was a significant difference between male
 
victims and non-victims on educational attainment,
 
ethnicity and age. Victims were younger and had more
 
education than non-victims. However, whites reported
 
rape more than black and Hispanic victims.
 
There were two significant differences between male
 
and female victims. The male victims' household income
 
were somewhat higher than the female victims, and males
 
were better educated. Both groups were similar
 
ethnically, in age, and in marital status.
 
Based on the findings in this study, the typical
 
community male rape victims is more likely to be white,
 
married, at least 20 years old but no older than 39. He
 
is more likely to live in a small town, possess an
 
undergraduate degree, and earn at least $31,000 yearly,
 
on the other hand, when blacks are victims, they are more
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likely to be single, high school graduates. Black
 
victims are more likely to live in large metropolitan
 
areas and earn any where from $26,000 to $38,000
 
annually.
 
Since the male rape literature commonly refers to
 
prison inmates, a comparison with that group may be
 
particularly useful. According to Davis (1968), the
 
average victim in his prison study was 20.7 years. This
 
was not consistent with the finding in this study. White
 
males were the most frequently victimized, however,
 
blacks were victimized along with Hispanics. There was
 
no information in Davis's study concerning the marital
 
status, educational level, pre-prison income, of size of
 
town in which the felons lived. However, we may assume
 
that some of the inmates have similar characteristics as
 
the male victims in this study.
 
The 1985, 1986, 1987, 1988 National Crime Survey
 
reports respectively that female rape victims tend to
 
range from 16 to 25 years of age. The male victims in
 
this study differ from the females in the national survey
 
because males tended to be victimized between when they
 
were between 20 to 39 years. Males tended to be married,
 
high school or college graduates, and they had higher
 
incomes than females.
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Four-fifths of the researchers who conducted the
 
community male rape studies included the race/ethnicity
 
of thpse reportihg rape. Only two-thirps of the this
 
iresearch reported On race/ethnicity and, from that group,
 
81 percent were white, 11.3 percent were black with 7.5
 
percent Chicano. However, in the prison studies, most of
 
the victims reporting rape, or who were suspected of
 
being a victim of rape, were white. These racial
 
relationships, however, may be due entirely to the
 
institutional setting. Although there were more whites
 
who reported rape in this study than blacks and
 
Hispanics, the differences were not significant One
 
could surmise from this study that rape and attempted
 
rape were not a problem for Texas males. Only .7 percent
 
(11=13) reported rape during the year, while 1.9 percent
 
(n=40) during lifetime. These figures are approximately
 
the same estimates as provided by the National Crime
 
Survey (1986, 1987, 1988).
 
Texas has about 8.6 millions males. If .7 percent
 
of the male population were victims of rape or attempted
 
rape annually, then, one could estimate that 59,682 males
 
are sexually assaulted. However, if 1.9 percent report
 
rape during their lifetime, then, one could estimate that
 
155,000 males were either raped or victims of an
 
attempted rape at some point during their life. Based on
 
these projections, male rape is a "hidden" problem in
 
Texas, and most victims never report nor discuss an
 
offense of this nature.
 
IMPLICATION OF FINDINGS FOR RAPE LITERATURE
 
Despite the myths that males are able to protect
 
themselves in every conceivable situation and that only
 
"homosexuals" are raped, this study illustrated that
 
there were some males, in a random sample of Texans, who
 
were at least victims of an attempted rape during their
 
lifetime.
 
There were no data available Concerning the samples•
 
perceived sexual identification. If that information
 
were available arid if all of the males said they were
 
homosexuaie, that alorie> would riot justify their
 
victimization. Rape is a crime, whether perpetrated on
 
■ females'or males. 
One should use caution before generalizing the
 
findings of this study to all Texas males or to others in
 
states of similar characteristic. First, the number of
 
males reporting victimization during the year and during
 
theib life time was small. It is possible that the rate
 
of victimization was much higher than reported. Because
 
four survey instruments were combined into One, it is
 
uncertain as to the actual degree Of rape during the
 
year.
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TOWARD THEORIES OF MALE RAPE
 
Irwin and Cressey's (1962) "importation model"
 
suggests that at least some part of an inmate's conduct,
 
while imprisoned, is a reflection of his behavior on the
 
outside. Shall we assume, using their logic, that prison
 
rapists, prior to their confinement, rapsd males in the
 
community? This would suggest that all rapists, whether
 
prison officials knew about their aggressive behavior
 
towards other inmates or not, raped males in the
 
community prior to or after their imptisohment. We have
 
no data to support an allegation of this nature.
 
Prisoners are deprived of normal heterosexual
 
relations (Sykes, 1958). Is sexual deprivation strong
 
enough to cause an inmate to rape another? If this were
 
the case, then, some researchers might hypothesize, in
 
some instances, that male rape could be attributed to an
 
inmate's sexual starvation.
 
Baron and Strauss (1989) found in their review of
 
the rape literature that sexual assaults against females
 
were associated with gender inequality, pornography,
 
social disorganization, and legitimate violence atgainst
 
women. Feminists which (espouse the gender ineguality
 
hypothesis allege that rape is a mechanism of social
 
control to keep women in positions of powerlessness.
 
The pornography and rape premise is based on the belief
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that pornography depicts women as sexual objects, fosters
 
violence against women, suggests that women enjoy rape,
 
and promote male domination over females. Social
 
disorganization suggests that rape is attributed to
 
breakdowns in the social order of rules, roles, and
 
institutions which regulate social behavior, thereby
 
individuals are less inhibited and are more likely to
 
engage in illegal activities (rape). Legitimate violence
 
against women suggest that rape may be a product of
 
implicit and explicit violence in a particular society.
 
Violence becomes a socially approved means to achieve
 
one's objectives. However, a careful perusal of the male
 
rape literature does not support Baron and Strauss's
 
hypothesis.
 
Groth (1979) describes three types of sexual
 
assaults: anger, power and sadistic rapes. The anger
 
rapist uses rape as a means to express and discharge
 
feelings of anger and rage. The victim is beaten and
 
demeaned. The rapist uses sex as the "ultimate" weapon
 
against his victim to express his anger. In power rapes,
 
the rapist tries to dominant and control his victim.
 
Sadistic rapists derive pleasure from abusing, degrading,
 
humiliating and destroying their victim's self-image.
 
In light of the different theories on rape, the
 
"best" explanation for intrasexual assaults in the
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comTnunity would be one of domination and control. Rape,
 
then, would a "power trip" for the rapists. Ribeau and
 
Sinclair (1982), Davis (1968), and Scacco (1975) argue
 
that prison "aggressors" use rape to rule "weaker" and
 
less experienced inmates. The community male rape
 
studies reveal a similar pattern of dominance and
 
control. In this study, the respondents were not asked
 
to give their perceptions as to why they were attacked.
 
It would be interesting to find out what their responses
 
would have been. Male rape may be associated with the
 
rapists' perception that their victims are powerless and
 
weak, thereby deserving of rape. Since the present data
 
does not deal with offenders, however, this perspective
 
cannot be supported.
 
LIMITATIONS OF THE RESEARCH
 
The findings here are limited to the responses
 
of Texas residents with drivers licenses and state
 
identification cards. Eliminated were those
 
incarcerated, deceased, and adult Texans who do not drive
 
nor possess a identification card. It is possible that
 
the findings may have been different, providing a random
 
sample of all living residents were used, including those
 
incarcerated.
 
It is possible that the some of the male respondents
 
did not take the question of rape or attempted rape
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seriously. Some, perhaps, said "no" because they thought
 
that they were supposed to, were afraid of admitting
 
sexual victimization, or assumed that "no" was the best
 
response to that particular question. On the other hand,
 
there may have been more respondents who were victims.
 
Some of them may have said "no" because other family
 
members were interested in their responses, and they were
 
reluctant to admit victimization under those
 
circumstances. Finkelhor (1983) found that 76 percent of
 
the males in his study reported their sexual
 
victimization for the first time. The same phenomenon
 
may have occurred in this study.^
 
The majority of the males reporting rape were white.
 
Can one assume that non-whites are less likely to get
 
raped? It is possible that more non-whites were victims/
 
but failed to report their victimizations due to cultural
 
stereotypes and group norms/ homophobia, and a distrust
 
in health care professionals and police officers. May
 
be, some feared that someone would find out about their
 
victimization and question their sexuality?
 
The prison literature suggests whites are raped more
 
than other groups (Davis, 1968; Moss et al., 1979). In
 
this study, white male^^ reported rape more often than
 
blacks and hispanics; however, we do not know whether
 
victimizations were interracial, intraracial or both.
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SUGGESTIONS FOR FUTURE RESEARCH
 
There is an abundance of articles on male child rape
 
and incest in the literature, however, few exist on adult
 
male rape. With improvements, this study should be
 
replicated in other states so that researchers can
 
compare the commonalities and differences^
 
This study is unique in that a random sample was
 
used. Instead of using a crime poll, a survey should be
 
designed, tested, and used that deals specifically with
 
■adult^:.male;sexuality'.'-. ^ 
In subsequent studies/ it would be helpful for the 
researcher(s) to define and describe what s/he means by 
rape. Since there was no operational definition, nor 
description of rape, there is no clarity to what each 
respondent meant when he said that he was victimized. 
This study focused on intrasexual assaults. 
However, it would be helpful to establish whether the 
perpetrator was male or female. We always assume that 
males are always the aggressors, but what about the 
female perpetrators? 
What actually happened? Were victims subjected to 
forcible sodomy, fellatio, digital penetration, solo or 
gang rape? These question, and others, need to be 
addressed in future studies. We do know that an attempt 
to rape was present, however, beyond that, we do not what 
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"humiliation" was afflicted upon the victim.
 
Finally, what is the potential male rape victims
 
relationship with his "aggressor?" Will the rapist be
 
someone that he is acquainted with (i.e., a friend,
 
neighbor, lover, roommate, or colleague)? There is much
 
discussion in the literature concerning the females prior
 
relationship, if any, with her rapist. What about the
 
males?
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 ENDNpTES
 
^Many victim characteristics were not included in the
 
studies (i.e., age, race, education, income, and marital
 
status), I used the code N/M to denote that that
 
information was not available. I created codes for race,
 
marital status and for the type of sample. Blacks were
 
B, Whites were W, Hispanics were H, Mexican-Americans
 
were M-A, Chicanes were C and those of other extraction
 
were O. College students were CS, primary and secondary
 
students were S, volunteers were V, prisoners were Pr.,
 
patients were Pt., juveniles were Ju, and information
 
retrieved from secondary data was SD.
 
Some fifteen of the reports, however, indicated that
 
the rape or attempted rape occurred during the past year.
 
Since these respondents were all adults, we may
 
reasonably assume the lifetime victims were also likely
 
to have been adults when the offense occurred.
 
3 .
 
Males lived in towns with at least 6,600 people but
 
no more than 6,700.
 
^ Thesre was a tehdency for females to live in towns
 
with at least 5,200 but no more than 5,300.
 
^ Based on a 1986 survey, 2 respondents out of 38 said
 
that they were in jail/prison. Therefore, it is unlikely
 
that a large proportion of victimization occurred due to
 
institutional life.
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